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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
November 29, 2006 has been entered. 



Terminal Disclaimer 

2. The terminal disclaimer filed on November 8, 2006 disclaiming the terminal 
portion of any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the 
expiration date of Application number 10/600014 has been reviewed and is accepted. 
The terminal disclaimer has been recorded. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



3. Claims 1-4, 6-15, 18-27, 30-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Gupta et al. (US 6,956,593 B1), hereinafter “Gupta”. 
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As per claim 1 , Gupta teaches a method for exchanging information between 
entities on a network comprising: 

• “identifying a plurality of annotatable data objects manipulated by a plurality of 
applications on the network” at Col. 1 lines 63-65, Col. 4lines 28-31; 

• “providing a set of annotation structures, each associated with one or more of the 
annotatable data objects and each defining attributes of one or more user 
interfaces for manipulating annotations for the annotatable data objects” at Col. 7 
lines 27-30, Col. 9 lines 15-25, Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32 and Figs. 7-11; 

• “providing, via an annotation management system on the network, the one or 
more user interfaces, wherein elements of each user interface are dependent on 
the attributes defined by an associated one of the annotation structures and 
wherein the elements are configured for user input corresponding to the 
manipulating of the annotations” at Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32, Col. 14 line 
50 to Col. 1 5 line 45 and Figs. 7-1 1 

As per claim 2, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1, wherein “the one or more 
user interfaces comprises at least one graphical user interface, based on an associated 
annotation structure” at Figs. 7-11. 

As per claim 3, Gupta teaches the method of claim 2, wherein “providing the at 
least one graphical user interface comprises transforming the associated annotation 
structure” at Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32 and Figs. 7-11. 
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As per claim 4, Gupta teaches the method of claim 3, further comprising: 
“providing one or more transforms for use in transforming annotations structure into 
graphic user interface” Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 1 3 line 32 and Figs. 7-1 1 . 

As per claim 6, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising: 
“installing one or more plug-in components for interfacing between the one or more 
applications and the annotation management system” at Col. 6 lines 30-63. 

As per claim 7, Gupta teaches the method of claim 6, further comprising: 
“installing an annotation broker on the one or more client computers, the annotation 
broker providing an interface between one or more of the plug-in components and the 
annotation server” Fig. 3. 

As per claim 8, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1, further comprising 
"installing a set of application programming interface functions for the annotation 
management system, callable from the one or more application” at Col. 6 lines 30-63. 

As per claim 9, Gupta teaches the method of claim 8, wherein “the set of 
application programming interface functions comprise functions for manipulating 
annotations” at Col. 6 lines 30-63. 
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As per claim 10, Gupta teaches the method of claim 8, wherein “the set of 
application programming interface functions comprise functions for retrieving 
annotations for a specified data object” at Col. 16 liens 35-38. 

As per claim 1 1 , Gupta teaches the method of claim 8, wherein “the set of 
application programming interface functions include functions for retrieving an indication 
of data objects described by an annotation” at Col. 16 lines 7-65. 

As per claim 12, Gupta teaches the method of claim 8, wherein “the set of 
application programming interface functions comprise at least one function for retrieving 
an indication of the plurality of annotatable data object” at Col. 16 lines 7-65. 

As per claim 13, Gupta teaches the method of claim 1 , wherein “providing the 
annotation structures comprises selecting, for each annotation structure, one or more 
annotation fields to include in the annotation structure” at Col. 16 lines 7-65. 

As per claim 14, teaches the method of claim 13, wherein “at least some of the 
one or more user interfaces include elements allowing a user to enter information 
corresponding to one or more annotation fields included in an associated annotation 
structure” at Fig. 7-11. 
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As per claim 15, Gupta teaches a method of creating annotations for a plurality 
of different type data objects comprising: 

• “receiving a request from a user to create an annotation for a data object” at Col. 
12 lines 55-60; 

• “retrieving, from a set of annotation structures, one or more annotation structures 
associated with the data object and dependent, at least in part, on at least one 
credential of a user initiating the request” at Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32 

• “wherein the at least one credential comprises a role of the user, and each 
annotation structure containing one or more annotation fields” at Col. 12 line 55 
to Col. 13 line 32 and Col. 9 lines 15-25; 

• “generating a graphical user interface based on one of the annotation structures, 
the graphical user interface allowing entry of information corresponding to the 
one or more annotation fields associated with the one annotation structure” at 
Col. 1 2 line 55 to Col. 1 3 line 32 and Fig. 7-1 1 ; 

• “creating an annotation record comprising the information entered, via the 
graphic user interface, for the one or more annotation fields” at Col. 13 lines IQ- 
50. 



As per claim 18, Gupta teaches the method of claim 15, wherein a plurality of 
annotation structures are associated with the data object (Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 
32) and the method further comprises: 
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• “presenting, to a user, the plurality of annotation structures associated with the 
data object” at Col. 14 lines 49-65; 

• “receiving, from the user, a selection of one of the plurality of annotation 
structures” at Col. 14 lines 49-65; 

• “generating the graphical user interface based on the selected annotation 
structre” at Col. 14 lines 49-65. 

As per claim 19, Gupta teaches the method of claim 18, further comprising: 
“receiving, from the user, a selected role in which the user has chosen to act” at Col. 9 
lines 15-25 and Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32. 

As per claim 20, Gupta teaches the method of claim 19, wherein “the plurality of 
annotation structures presented to the user is dependent on the selected role” at Col. 12 
line 55 to Col. 13 line 32. 

As per claim 21, Gupta teaches the method of claim 19, further comprising: 
“retrieving, via an application programming interface, a plurality of roles associated with 
the user; and presenting, to the user, the plurality of roles associated with the user” at 
Col. 12 line 55 to Col. 13 line 32. 

As per claim 22, Gupta teaches the method of claim 15, wherein “retrieving one 
or more annotation structures associated with the data object comprises passing an 
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application programming interface function at least an indication of the data object” at 
Col. 6 lines 30-63. 

As per claim 23, Gupta teaches the method of claim 22, wherein “retrieving the 
one or more annotation structures associated with the data object further comprises 
passing the application programming interface function at least one credential of a user” 
at Col. 6 lines 30-63 and Col. 9 lines 15-25. 

As per claim 24, Gupta teaches the method of claim 22, wherein “the at least 
one user credential comprises at least one of a role and a user identification” at Col. 9 
lines 15-25. 

Claims 25-27, 30-37 recite similar limitations as discussed in claims 1-4, 6-15, 
18-24 above and are therefore rejected by the same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gupta as 
applied to claims above, and in view of Kadel et al. (US 2002/0184401 A1), hereinafter 
Kadel. 

As per claim 5, Gupta teaches the method of claim 4 as discussed above. Gupta 
does not explicitly teach “the one or more transforms comprise one or more Extensible 
Stylesheet Language Transforms” as claimed. However, XSLT is well known for 
transforming and exchanging information between entities on a network, as exemplary 
by Kadel at [0084]. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to implement Gupta’s method using XSLT in order 
to provide a standard method for transforming and exchanging information between 
entities on a network. 



Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed November 29, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant’s arguments 
Regarding claim 15, applicants argued that Gupta does not teaches “retrieving 
one or more annotation structures associated with a data object and dependent, at least 
in part, on at least one credential of a user initiating the request, wherein the at least 
one credential comprises a role of the user” and generating a graphical user interface 
based on one of the annotation structures”. On the contrary, Gupta teaches at Col. 14 
lines 50-65 a set of different dialog box (i.e., “graphic user interface”) for adding new 
annotations, wherein the generated dialog box depends on credential of a user initiating 
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the request. For example, full-option dialog box for advanced users and reduced option 
dialog box for novice user. Further, Gupta teaches at Fig. 7 the dialog box 280 in which 
the field 282 (i.e. “Annotation set identifier”) is generated based on credential of the user 
(i.e. only those sets for which the user has write access can be entered or selected from 
drop-down menu as set identifier 282.) 

Applicants also argued that Gupta does not teach “wherein user intractable 
elements presented in the graphic user interface are dependent on the one annotation 
structure”. The examiner respectfully submits that claim 15, as amended, does not 
recite this limitation. 

Regarding claims 1 , 25, and 30, applicants argued that Gupta does not teach 
“associating different annotation structures with different data objects” nor “providing a 
set of annotation structures, each associated with one or more of the annotatable data 
objects and each defining attributes of one or more user interfaces for manipulating 
annotations for the annotatable data object”. . On the contrary, Gupta teaches at Col. 
14 line 50 to Col. 15 line 45 different annotation structure for generating dialog box such 
as full-option dialog box, reduced option dialog box and also different dialog box for 
entering different type of annotation such as text annotation, audio annotation, URL 



annotation. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is ( 571 ) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571 ) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



February 27, 2007 



Khanh B. Pham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 





